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Space Administration (NASA) to promote pri-
vate-sector involvement and competition in the
development of industrial space products.

By authorizing the Transportation Depart-
ment’s Office of Commercial Space Transpor-
tation to issue licenses to private companies
for launching re-usable space vehicles, this
measure allows commercial entities to launch
vehicles into space and pilot them back to
earth. Currently, private companies are not
permitted to pilot their vehicles back to earth
after a launch.

Providing this authorization will foster the
development of a strong, private-sector space
transportation industry in our country. It is my
hope that this sector of the space industry will
result in cost-effective transport services to
NASA and commercial companies.

This measure also requires NASA to begin
purchasing space transportation services from
the private sector when such services are
available. This portion of the bill has been
carefully crafted to permit NASA autonomy
when necessary. For instance, projects that
require the unique capabilities of the space
shuttle and sensitive national security projects
would be excepted from the bill’s requirement
regarding NASA’s utilization of private sector
providers. More importantly, the use of com-
mercial services would not be required for
missions beyond Earth orbit, missions such as
flights to the Moon, Mars, or beyond.

I also support this measure’s advocacy of
the U.S. Global Positioning System (GPS).
This piece of legislation encourages the Presi-
dent to ensure the continued operation of the
U.S. GPS navigation satellites on a world-wide
basis. By promoting the U.S. GPS through
international agreements, we can encourage
our global partners to accept this extraordinary
system as the international standard.

Finally, I believe that this measure’s require-
ment that NASA plan for the potential privat-
ization of the space shuttle is appropriate. The
continued deployment of shuttle missions is
imperative, and it is possible that private-sec-
tor corporations could provide more cost-effi-
cient launches. By merging commercial and
government resources, we could ensure that
the space shuttle will remain a viable fixture in
space exploration for many years to come.

This measure appeals to all involved, and I
am certain that cooperation between American
Government and commercial entities will pave
the way to the exploration of unimaginable
frontiers.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER) that the House suspend
the rules and agree to the resolution,
H. Res. 572.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the reso-
lution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I

ask unanimous consent that all the
Members have 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks on House
Resolution 572, the resolution just
agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SHIMKUS). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Califor-
nia?

There was no objection.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PROVID-
ING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4570, OMNIBUS NATIONAL
PARKS AND PUBLIC LANDS ACT
OF 1998

Mr. MCINNIS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 105–776) on the resolution (H.
Res. 573) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 4570) to provide for cer-
tain boundary adjustments and convey-
ances involving public lands, to estab-
lish and improve the management of
certain heritage areas, historic areas,
National Parks, wild and scenic rivers,
and national trails, to protect commu-
nities by reducing hazardous fuels lev-
els on public lands, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the House
Calendar and ordered to be printed.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
POINTS OF ORDER AGAINST CON-
FERENCE REPORT ON H.R. 4194,
DEPARTMENTS OF VETERANS
AFFAIRS AND HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 1999

Mr. MCINNIS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 105–777) on the resolution (H.
Res. 574) waiving points of order
against the conference report to ac-
company the bill (H.R. 4194) making
appropriations for the Departments of
Veterans Affairs and Housing and
Urban Development, and for sundry
independent agencies, boards, commis-
sions, corporations, and offices for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 1999,
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

f

REPORT ON RESOLUTION WAIVING
A REQUIREMENT OF CLAUSE 4(b)
OF RULE XI WITH RESPECT TO
CONSIDERATION OF CERTAIN
RESOLUTIONS

Mr. MCINNIS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 105–778) on the resolution (H.
Res. 575) waiving a requirement of
clause 4(b) of rule XI with respect to
consideration of certain resolutions re-
ported from the Committee on Rules,
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed.

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PROVID-
ING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 4259, HASKELL INDIAN NA-
TIONS UNIVERSITY AND SOUTH-
WESTERN INDIAN POLYTECHNIC
INSTITUTE ADMINISTRATIVE
SYSTEMS ACT OF 1998

Mr. MCINNIS, from the Committee
on Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 105–779) on the resolution (H.
Res. 576) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 4259) to allow Haskell In-
dian Nations University and the South-
western Indian Polytechnic Institute
each to conduct a demonstration
project to test the feasibility and desir-
ability of new personnel management
policies and procedures, and for other
purposes, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.
f

EXPORT APPLE ACT

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4148) to amend the Export Apple
and Pear Act to limit the applicability
of the Act to apples.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 4148

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SCOPE OF EXPORT APPLE AND PEAR

ACT.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—The Act of June 10, 1933

(7 U.S.C. 581 et seq.; commonly known as the
Export Apple and Pear Act), is amended by
adding at the end the following new section:

‘‘SEC. 11. This Act may be cited as the ‘Ex-
port Apple Act’.’’.

(b) DEFINITION OF APPLES.—Section 9 of
such Act (7 U.S.C. 589) is amended by strik-
ing paragraph (4) and inserting the following
new paragraph:

‘‘(4) The term ‘apples’ means fresh whole
apples, whether or not the apples have been
in storage.’’.

(c) ELIMINATION OF REFERENCES TO
PEARS.—Such Act is further amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and/or pears’’ each place it
appears in the first section and sections 5
and 6; and

(2) by striking ‘‘or pears’’ each place it ap-
pears in the first section and sections 2, 3,
and 4.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. EWING) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EWING).

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4148, a bill that amends the Export
Apple and Pear Act to exclude pears
from this act. This is being done be-
cause farmers producing pears for ex-
port advise us that this action will ben-
efit the industry’s effort to increase ex-
ports of pears.

Additionally, the U.S. Department of
Agriculture advised the Committee on
Agriculture that mandatory Federal
quality standards are no longer needed
to assure the high quality of exported
pears. USDA believes that the U.S.
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pear industry needs greater flexibility
than the act currently allows in order
to respond to international markets.
This bill will help the pear industry
achieve increased exports and essential
goals for all farmers in the U.S.

Mr. Speaker, this 65 year old law was
originally intended to protect the rep-
utation of U.S. apples and pears in for-
eign markets by requiring inspection
and certification prior to export. Now,
however, pear exporters find that the
act is more of a hinderance than an
asset for their exports. They wish to be
able to export to all the markets will-
ing to purchase U.S. pears. H.R. 4148
will allow U.S. farmers to increase pear
exports.

Mr. Speaker, USDA supports enact-
ment of H.R. 4148 and advises the com-
mittee that enactment of H.R. 4148
would not result in increased outlays.
CBO estimates that there are no costs
to H.R. 4148.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
4148.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
4148 which updates the Apple and Pear
Export Act. For many years, as the
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. EWING)
has explained, the act has served the
very beneficial use for the two indus-
tries, but tonight the pear industry
asked to be relieved from coming under
that bill. The effect is to eliminate an
outdated requirement for a law that
worked well for many years but is now
hindering further development for mar-
kets for U.S. pears.

The pear industry now believes that
market opportunities will be enhanced
by greater flexibility. For example,
last year the sale of 200,000 cartons of
pears to Russia was made possible by a
January 1997 amendment to the act
that allowed for the shipment of a
more competitive grade of pears to
that country. This bill gives greater
control to the pear industry just as the
Russian government has begun to pri-
vatize its economy.

Our farmers are increasingly depend-
ent on foreign markets. It is, therefore,
essential that the regulations they op-
erate under are designed to help them
compete in these markets.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this regulatory improvement
which will provide our pear producers
with much greater flexibility.

Mr. SMITH of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of H.R. 4148, a bill to amend the Ex-
port Apple and Pear Act. The Export Apple
and Pear Act, enacted on June 10, 1933, re-
quires that apples and pears meet certain
standards prior to export in order to ensure
only high quality U.S. fruit moves in foreign
commerce.

Pears exported from the United States are
grown almost exclusively in Oregon, California
and Washington and the pear organizations in
these states support this bill. U.S. pear pro-
ducers and shippers recommended that pears
should be dropped from the Act so that they
can increase the volume of pear exports.

H.R. 4148 eliminates pears from the Act,
thereby allowing U.S. exporters greater flexibil-
ity in the changing international marketplace
and the opportunity to increase exports. The
U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) be-
lieves that mandatory federal quality standards
for pears are no longer needed to assure the
high quality of exported pears.

USDA supports enactment of H.R. 4148 and
advises the Committee that enactment of H.R.
4148 would not result in increased outlays.

CBO estimates there is no cost to H.R.
4148.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 4148.
Mr. STENHOLM. Mr. Speaker, I yield

back the balance of my time.
Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I, too,

yield back the balance of my time.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The

question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
EWING) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4148.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days in which to revise and
extend their remarks on H.R. 4148, the
bill just adopted.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.
f

SELECTIVE AGRICULTURAL
EMBARGOES ACT OF 1998

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4647) to amend the Agricultural
Trade Act of 1978 to require the Presi-
dent to report to Congress on any se-
lective embargo on agricultural com-
modities, to provide a termination date
for the embargo, to provide greater as-
surances for contract sanctity and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 4647

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Selective
Agricultural Embargoes Act of 1998’’.
SEC. 2. REPORTING ON SELECTIVE EMBARGOES.

The Agricultural Trade Act of 1978 (7
U.S.C. 5711 et seq.) is amended by adding at
the end of title VI:
‘‘SEC. 604. REPORTING ON SELECTIVE EMBAR-

GOES.
‘‘(a) REPORT.—If the President takes any

action, pursuant to statutory authority, to
embargo the export under an export sales
contract (as defined in subsection (e)) of an
agricultural commodity to a country that is
not part of an embargo on all exports to the
country, not later than 5 days after imposing
the embargo, the President shall submit a
report to Congress that sets forth in detail
the reasons for the embargo and specifies the

proposed period during which the embargo
will be effective.

‘‘(b) APPROVAL OF EMBARGO.—If a joint res-
olution approving the embargo becomes law
during the 100-day period beginning on the
date of receipt of the report provided for in
subsection (a), the embargo shall terminate
on the earlier of—

‘‘(1) a date determined by the President; or
‘‘(2) the date that is 1 year after the date

of enactment of the joint resolution approv-
ing the embargo.

‘‘(c) DISAPPROVAL OF EMBARGO.—If a joint
resolution disapproving the embargo be-
comes law during the 100-day period referred
to in subsection (b), the embargo shall termi-
nate on the expiration of the 100-day period.

‘‘(d) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of this section, an embargo
may take effect and continue in effect dur-
ing any period in which the United States is
in a state of war declared by Congress or na-
tional emergency, requiring such action, de-
clared by the President.

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section—
‘‘(1) the term ‘agricultural commodity’ in-

cludes plant nutrient materials;
‘‘(2) the term ‘under an export sales con-

tract’ means under an export sales contract
entered into before the President has trans-
mitted to Congress notice of the proposed
embargo; and

‘‘(3) the term ‘embargo’ includes any prohi-
bition or curtailment.’’.
SEC. 3. ADDITION OF PLANT NUTRIENT MATE-

RIALS TO PROTECTION OF CON-
TRACT SANCTITY.

Section 602(c) of the Agricultural Trade
Act of 1978 (7 U.S.C. 5712(c)) is amended by
inserting ‘‘(including plant nutrient mate-
rials)’’ after ‘‘agricultural commodity’’ each
place it appears.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. EWING) and the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. STENHOLM) each will
control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. EWING).

Mr. EWING. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, American agriculture
plays a key role in the U.S. trade econ-
omy. The contributions of agricultural
exports to the U.S. economy are im-
pressive such as near record farm ex-
ports of just over $57 billion in 1997 and
a positive trade balance of $21 billion
among the largest of any economic sec-
tor.

Additionally the U.S. agricultural
economy is more than twice as reliant
on exports as the overall economy.
This reliance makes agricultural spe-
cific embargoes especially painful for
American farmers and ranchers.

I believe H.R. 4647 provides a vital
and necessary foreign policy check and
balance system. My legislation would
require congressional review and ap-
proval of both houses of Congress if the
President imposed an agricultural spe-
cific embargo on a foreign country.
H.R. 4647 would require the President
to submit a report to Congress detail-
ing reasons for the embargo and a pro-
posed termination date. Congress then
has 100 days to approve or disapprove
the embargo. If Congress approves the
resolution, the embargo will terminate
on the date determined by the Presi-
dent or 1 year after enactment, which-
ever occurs earliest. If a disapproving


		Superintendent of Documents
	2015-06-02T08:01:44-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




